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VOLUNTARY  PRINCIPLE  IN  MISSIONS. 


The  Foreign  Committee  is  before  the  Church  with  an  urgent  appeal. 
A  srreat  debt  has  accumulated — “  Disaster  is  near  at  hand  if  relief 
come  not  speedily.” 

God  grant  it  may  so  come.  But  this  is  not  the  end  of  our  responsi¬ 
bility.  There  is  no  disguising  the  fact  that  there  is  a  feeling  of  dis¬ 
couragement  respecting  our  Foreign  Missions  such  as  has  never  existed 
before ;  and  the  moral  certainty  therewith  that  the  present  distress 
will  no  sooner  be  relieved  than  another  distress  will  begin ;  to  be 
followed  with  fresh  announcements  of  “  disaster  near  at  hand.”  By 
such  announcements  a  dying  life  may  be  sustained,  but  that  the  work 
will  ever  prosper  under  the  present  system  is  what  no  well-informed 
man  of  any  party  believes.* 


*  1.  Some  persons  object  to  the  use  of  terms  designating  parties  in 
the  Church,  and  are  at  much  pains  to  avoid  them,  but  find  it  impos¬ 
sible  to  make  themselves  understood,  without  expressing  the  same 
thing  in  many  words,  which  others  express  in  few. 

2.  It  is  far  better  to  recognize  existing  facts,  and  speak  accord¬ 
ingly  ;  but  with  moderation  and  charity. 

3.  For  one  party  to  speak  of  itself  as  “  the  Church  ”  and  of  the 
opposite  side  as  a  “party,”  is  one  of  the  lowest  acts  of  controversy,  of 
the  essence  of  party  spirit ,  and  has  about  as  much  sense  in  it,  as  for 
Whigs  or  Democrats,  when  they  happen  to  be  in  the  majority,  to  speak 
of  themselves  as  “the  Country,”  and  charge  their  opponents,  with  being 
a  “party.”  The  only  plea  which  can  be  offered  by  such  High  Church¬ 
men  as  resort  to  this  manner  of  speaking  is  that  their  party  is  now 
the  majority.  But  Arianism  once  had  the  majority  in  the  Catholic 
Church,  and  the  orthodox  were  “a  party.”  Probably  the  True 
Church,  as  contained  within  that  which  is  visible,  has  always  been  a 
minority — “  a  party.” 

4.  If  any  prefer  the  terms  “  majority  ”  and  “  minority,”  those 
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The  object  of  this  tract  is — 

I.  To  show  the  cause  of  this  chronic  weakness, — alienation  from 
the  Board  of  Missions,  and  withdrawal  of  sympathy  from  the  Foreign 
Committee  as  its  agent. 

II.  To  consider  the  means  of  permanent  relief. 

1.  Our  first  work  is  to  find  out  the  cause — the  original  error — the 
worm  which  has  been  all  the  time  at  the  root  of  this  tree. 

But  why  speak  of  the  work  of  finding  out  an  error  which  is  as 
evident  as  the  Sun?  Nothing  but  an  unwillingness  to  see  this  error, 
could  have  kept  a  powerful  party  stumbling  on  under  such  a  burden, 
for  at  least  twenty-six  years  after  the  error  became  manifest — an 
error  creditable  fo  the  charity  of  those  who  fell  into  it,  but  not  to 
their  discernment. 

This  error  and  cause  of  all  trouble  is  in  the  Constitution  of  the 
Board  itself.  It  is  in  the  attempt  to  conduct  missions  upon  the 
ecclesiastical  principle  in  a  divided  Church — to  extend  law  over  a 
work  which  ever  has  been,  is  now,  and  from  its  very  nature,  ever 
must  be,  voluntary.  In  proof  of  this  statement,  a  brief  historic  sketch 
will  suffice. 

In  the  year  1835,  the  missions  of  our  Church,  which  up  to  that  time 
had  been  conducted  mainly  upon  the  voluntary  principle,  were  at  the 
instance  of  the  High-Church  party  taken  under  the  government  of 
the  General  Convention — the  Low-Church  party  (with  some  promi¬ 
nent  exceptions)  consenting  upon  the  promises  then  made.  These 


called  Evangelical  would  make  no  objection.  In  point  of  numbers 
they  are  a  minority  ;  but  they  are  not  a  minority  in  moral  power,  or 
in  their  capacity  to  carry  on  Missions.  And  even  with  respect  to 
numbers,  the'  present  writer  has  long  been  satisfied  that  if  the  dis¬ 
tinguishing  features  of  the  High-Church  system  were  fairly  and 
intelligibly  stated,  only  a  minority  of  the  laity  would  subscribe  then, 
and  the  same  might  probably  be  found  true  of  the  clergy. 

5.  But  whether  the  multitude  be  right  or  wrong,  is  a  question  to  be 
left  totally  out  of  view  when  we  come  to  inquire  what  the  truth  is,  and 
what  our  duty  is. 

6.  The  question  discussed  in  the  following  tract,  involves,  so  far 
as  the  Episcopal  Church  is  concerned,  the  propagation  of  the  Gospel 
in  the  heathen  world,  but  it  involves  more  than  this,  it  involves  the 
integrity  and  advancement  of  Evangelical  Christianity  in  the  Church 
at  home,  as  also  the  gravest  point  of  practical  as  well  as  Theological 
consistency,  which  has  occurred  in  our  history. 
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two  parties  were  then  in  difference  of  doctrine  and  policy  substan¬ 
tially  what  they  are  now,  and  have  been  for  centuries.  All  knew 
this,  and  knew  that  their  union  for  the  joint  conduct  of  Missions 
could  never  he  effected  but  upon  terms  of  professed  equality.  These 
terms,  proposed  and  accepted  as  equal,  were  that  High-Churchmen 
should  have  charge  of  Domestic  Missions,  which  they  desired,  and  the 
Evangelical  party  of  Foreign  Missions,  in  which  it  had  taken  chief  in¬ 
terest.  Had  these  terms  been  committed  to  writing  and  formally  sub¬ 
scribed,  they  would  not  have  been  more  binding  upon  the  parties  and 
their  successors,  though  how  far  and  how  long  the  parties  could  bind 
their  successors  is  a  different  question.  Promises  were  also  made  of 
impartiality  in  the  exercise  of  the  new  power,  about  to  be  conferred 
I  upon  the  House  of  Bishops,  of  nominating  the  Missionary  Bishops. 

Though  this  could  not  be  considered  as  a  part  of  the  compact,  such 
>  promises  were  certainly  addressed  as  arguments  to  the  Low-Church 
party,  to  induce  them  to  acquiesce  in  the  proposed  arrangement. 
All  was  agreed  to  ;  and  all  who  remember  the  day,  remember  the  re¬ 
joicings  over  the  harmony  of  action  reached  through  this  newly- 
.  discovered  solvent,  “  the  Spirit  of  Missions.’7  The  High-Churchmen 
had  good  reason  to  rejoice,  for  the  new  arrangement  eliminated  every 
voluntary  feature  of  the  old  system,  and  put  all  power  into  a  body 
in  which  they  already  had  a  majority,  and  which  majority  the  new 
i  system  could  not  fail  to  increase. 

There  was  not  wanting,  however,  a  minority  (Bishops  Griswold, 
A.  Potter,  and  Hopkins  included)  who  foresaw,  and  foretold  what 
has  since  happened,  and  voted  in  the  negative.  Bishop  Meade  did 
:  not  arrive  in  Philadelphia  until  the  plan  had  been  agreed  upon.  He 
assented  to  it  in  deference  to  others,  but  not  without  many  fears  and 
:  misgivings.* 

The  new  system  became  law  by  formal  enactment.  The  two  parties 
went  in  as  equal,  under  unwritten  compromises,  the  only  practical 
,  difference  between  them  in  the  general  result  being,  that  one  party 
|  had  all  the  power  and  the  other  none.  Such  was  the  opening  situation- 
full  of  promise — full  of  hope  ;  glorying  was  general,  and  boasting  by 
!  no  means  uncommon ;  all  things  wei’e  to  become  new.  The  great 
discovery  was  then  for  the  first  time  made,  that  “  the  Church  was 
|  the  Missionary  Society,”  and  that  the  Church  must  carry  on  Missions , 
through  the  same  machinery  by  which  it  makes  Canons.  Otherwise 
it  could  not  be  “Church  work.”  But  alas,  human  nature  had  under¬ 
gone  no  change — facts  refused  to  sympathize — truth  and  error  could 

*  Vide  Bishop  Meade’s  account  at  length  in  “Old  Churches  of  Virginia,”  Vol.  II, 
pp.  379-81.  Only  the  want  of  space  forbids  its  introduction.  It  is  worthy  of  the 
most  serious  consideration. 
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not  live  peaceably  when  brought  into  close  contact,  and  the  realities 
of  things  were  not  long  in  making  their  appearance.  The  first  act 
under  the  new  system,  was  to  be  the  election  of  the  Missionary 
Bishops,  one  for  the  Foreign  field,  and  two  for  the  Domestic.  The 
result  has  been  taken  as  an  example,  of  the  observance  had  from  that 
day  to  this,  of  the  compromise  on  which  the  High-Cliurch  party  got 
at  least  the  governing  power  of  the  whole  work.* 

The  memory  of  this  once  famous  compromise  is  fast  passing  away, 
the  only  visible  proof  now  remaining  being  the  continued  appoint¬ 
ment  of  the  Foreign  Committee  from  the  Evangelical  side,  which 
the  other  side  takes  good  care  shall  do  it  no  good,  through  its  active 
government  of  said  committee  by  means  of  its  majority  in  the  Board. 
Meanwhile  the  Evangelical  party  is  held  responsible  for  the  ill-suc¬ 
cess  of  Foreign  Missions.  Let  the  extract  from  the  Connecticut 
Churchman ,  of  November  14,  given  below,  be  carefully  considered.f 
The  facts,  however,  will  make  the  most  satisfactory  argument. 

The  new  Foreign  Committee  began  with  four  missionaries :  two 
in  Greece  and  two  in  China,  all  in  full  sympathy  with  the  Committee. 

f  The  persons  most  prominent  on  the  Evangelical  side,  had  been  given  to  under¬ 
stand  that  not  only  the  Foreign  Missionary  Bishops,  but  one  of  the  Domestic  would 
be  such  as  they  might  designates  This  being  more  than  they  could  have  expected, 
of  course  gave  them  much  pleasure.  The  ballotting  for  the  Domestic  Bishops  came 
on  first.  One  was  elected  (who  we  believe  did  not  accept).  The  name  for  the 
other  designated  by  the  minority  was  Kev.  B.  C.  Cutler.  One  of  the  majority  in¬ 
quired  (pen  in  hand)  how  his  name  was  spelled,  but  upon  counting  the  votes  there 
came  out  the  name  of  Jackson  ICemper ,  and  it  was  ascertained  that  the  inquirer 
must  have  voted  for  him. 

It  was  then  determined  that  enough  had  been  done  for  once,  and  the  election  of 
the  Foreign  Bishop  was  indefinitely  postponed.  (It  proved  to  be  for  nine  years, 
when  such  an  one  as  the  Evangelical  party  desired  was  offset  by  one  of  very  dif¬ 
ferent  views.)  This  narrative  would  not  have  been  given  upon  any  less  authority 
than  that  of  an  eye-witness.  And  inasmuch  as  the  High-Church  party  as  a  party 
are  not  to  be  supposed  capable  of  willful  deception,  we  must  suppose  either  that  ■ 
the  leaders  were  not  authorized  to  speak  for  others,  or  that  they  themselves  in¬ 
tended  at  the  time  to  meet  the  expectations  which  they  had  raised,  or  that  the  . 
credulity  of  the  other  side  inferrred  more  than  was  intended. 

But  that  the  Evangelical  party  in  surrendering  the  voluntary  principle  and 
their  control  of  Foreign  Missions  in  1835,  acted  under  expectations  which  have 
never  been  realized,  there  can  be  no  question. 

f  “In  the  discussions  of  the  Board  on  the  Foreign  work,  which  were  full  and  frank 
beyond  all  precedent,  it  was  observed  with  regret  and  solicitude  that  the  members 
of  the  Foreign  Committee  spoke  discouragingly  of  the  future.  Though  they  were 
to  some  extent  justified  in  adopting  this  tone,  we  are  reluctant  to  believe  that 
they  correctly  interpreted  the  present  temper  of  the  Church.  There  are  without 
question  some  evidences  of  a  stationary,  if  not  a  declining  interest  in  Foreign 
Missions.  But  this  may  be  accounted  for  without  supposing  any  actual  falling  off 
of  sympathy  with  them.  It  is  well  known  that  for  many  years  the  Foreign  work 
has  been  in  the  special  care  of  a  certain  portion  of  the  Church.  Of  that  portion  a 
large  number  have  been  drawn  off  into  a  voluntary  society  of  acknowledged  zeal 
and  energy.  Now  it  is  understood  that  this  society  are  unwilling  to  give  the 
Foreign  work  a  cordial  support  unless  it  be  formally  turned  over  to  them.  If  this 
be  so,  we  have  the  sufficient  explanation  of  the  present  discouraging  condition  of 
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To  these  were  added  in  time  Mr.  Southgate,  also  in  like  sympathy. 
But  Mr.  S.  changed  his  principles,  and  became  extremely  hostile  to  the 
doctrine  and  policy  which  the  Committee  represented,  and  fell  into 
correspondence  with  their  opponents  in  the  Board,  who  immediately 
Took  him  up  and  supported  him  over  the  heads  of  the  Committee, 
land  continued  this  long  after  the  utter  worthlessness  of  Mr.  S.’s  pro- 
h'ects  had  become  so  apparent  as  to  embarrass  the  whole  foreign 
work.  The  Evangelical  portion  of  the  Church,  unanimously  and 
strenuously  objecting  to  this  perversion  of  their  charities,  were  still 
compelled  by  their  opponents,  at  a  heavy  outlay,  to  sustain  the  sham 
at  Constantinople,  who  went  annually  into  the  Board,  and  thus 
bound  heavy  burdens  and  laid  them  upon  the  shoulders  of  conscien¬ 
tious  men,  which  they  themselves  scarce  touched  with  one  of  their 
fingers.  They  made  Mr.  S.  a  Bishop,  with  high-sounding  title,  and 
jurisdiction  coextensive  with  “the  kingdom  and  dependencies  of 
the  Sultan  of  Turkey.”  There  was,  of  course,  nothing  for  him  to  do 
but  to  sit  down  at  Constantinople  and  affect  the  ambassador  with 

1  'that  work.  It  is  declining  because  of  differences  and  divisions  among  its  old  and 
chosen  friends.  In  saying  thus  much,  we  give  only  the  substance  of  what  was  pub¬ 
licly  admitted  in  the  Board.  A  secret  paralysis  has  been  going  on  for  some  time. 
It  is  a  relief  to  know  at  last  the  real  cause  of  it.  H6w  it  is  to  be  met  there  is 
nothing  in  the  present  condition  and  tendency  of  things  to  show;  though  we 
earnestly  hope  that  the  mischief  which  lias  been  wrought  by  the  factious  move¬ 
ments  of  party  will  he  healed  by  the  healthy  and  united  action  of  the  whole  body. 
One  thing  is  sure,  the  Church  can  never  permit  one  great  department  of  her  organic 
work  to  be  managed  in  the  interests  or  controlled  by  the  caprices  of  a  minority 
operating  through  an  outside  voluntary  organization.” 

This  statement  is  instructive,  but  open  to  several  criticisms. 

1.  As  to  the  frankness  of  the  discussions  the  writer  never  listened  to  one  more 
embarrassed  and  unsatisfactory. 

There  was  a  marked  reserve  touching  t lie  cause  of  the  difficulty.  Of  the  com¬ 
paratively  few  Evangelical  members  of  the  Board,  few  were  present,  and  fewer 
had  anything  to  say.  One  member  of  the  Foreign  Committee,  commenting  upon 
!  another  member’s  account  of  the  causes  of  the  situation,  said  that  he  “had  only 
1  touched  the  circumference  of  the  question,”  hut  he  himself  stopped  far  short  of  the 
center.  Another  alluded  to  a  proposition  which  had  been  made  in  the  Committee 
to  send  a  commission  of  investigation  to  Greece,  but  the  hint  (if  so  intended)  fell 
j  like  a  spark  into  the  sea.  If  there  were  those  present  with  more  adequate  views 
than  any  which  found  utterance,  they  probably  thought  that  however  suitable  a 
restatement  of  the  whole  case  might  he  as  part  of  an  argument  fora  new  organ¬ 
ization,  it  would  be  utterly  vain,  and  only  a  useless  cause  of  irritation  there. 

2.  That  the  Evangelical  side  is  to  a  considerable  extent  unwilling  to  support  a 
work  thus  unjustly  wrested  from  their  control,  governed  by  those  who  never  pro¬ 
fessed  much  interest  in  it,  is  no  doubt  true. 

|  3.  As  to  the  allegation  of  the  mischief  having  been  “wrought  by  the  factious 

movements  of  party,”  see  prefatory  notes,  No.  3. 

4.  The  majority,  by  disregarding  the  compromise  of  1835,  almost  as  soon  as  made, 
released  the  minority  from  its  observance,  although  the  American  Church  Mis¬ 
sionary  Society  was  not  organized  until  18t0. 

5.  Let  the  last  sentence  of  the  extract  be  noted.  That  which  is  pronounced 
“sure”  is  doubtless  a  true  deliverance  of  the  “Churchman’s”  party,  and  confirm¬ 
atory  of  what  it  was  a  part  of  our  design  to  prove. 
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pompous  puerilities,  and  Ly  correspondence,  keep  up  an  agitation  at 
koine  against  the  Committee  which  was  forced  to  serve  under  such 
orders.  And  when  the  bubble  had  burst,  the  anomalous  bishop  and 
missionary  had  given  up  and  returned  home,  the  Board,  which  met 
in  Cincinnati  in  1850,  must  needs  “  instruct  ”  the  Foreign  Committee, 
not  only  to  renew  this  mission,  but  to  procure  the  judgment  of 
Bishop  Southgate  as  to  the  manner  of  conducting  it. 

The  Committee,  though  very  slow,  did  at  last  protest  and  do  all 
for  the  right  which  the  Board  would  allow  them  to  do  ;  but  it  was 
their  duty  to  have  resigned,  and  the  duty  of  all  E  vangelical  men  to 
have  refused  to  take  their  places.  Had  this  been  done,  the  history  of 
this  Committee  would  have  been  more  satisfactory  to  the  interest, 
which,  by  agreement,  it  was  to  represent,  than  it  will  now  be  possible 
to  make  it. 

With  respect  to  China  and  Africa,  it  was  the  same  thing,  so  far  as 
it  was  possible  for  the  Board  to  make  it  so.  Though  not  a  single  man 
in  sympathy  with  the  majority  had  offered  to  go  to  either  field,  or,  so 
far  as  was  known,  had  any  intention  of  going;  no  one  who  attended 
the  meetings  of  the  Board  in  1844,  could  have  doubted  that,  if  there 
had  been  a  respectable  High-Churchman  to  be  found,  who  could 
speak  Chinese,  Ire,  and  not  Dr.  Boone,  would  have  been  the  Bishop. 
In  Africa,  Mr.  Payne,  and  all  who  had  been  in  the  work,  were  passed 
by,  aird  Mr.  Glennie  was  elected.  And  when  he  declined,  and  Mr. 
Payne  came  again  before  the  House  of  Bishops,  the  opposition 
offered,  the  grounds  of  it,  and  the  scene  which  ensued,  if  correctly 
reported,  will  rrot  easily  be  forgotten  by  those  who  were  present.  By 
providential  circumstances,  these  two  missions  were  kept  in  the  line 
of  the  compromise  of  1835. 

The  Greek  Mission  cannot,  of  course,  be  left  out  of  view  in  this 
connection.  Being  norv  the  chief  cause  of  ernbarrasment,  it  demands 
the  attention  of  the  friends  of  Foreign  Missions,  and  will  continue 
to  demand  it  until  the  truth  is  fully  ascertained  and  acknowledged. 

Its  history  is  a  marvel  in  missionary  annals,  exhibiting  very  great 
skill  on  the  part  of  the  missionary,  and  very  little  on  the  part  of  his 
Evangelical  adherents.  Consisting  from  the  start  of  two  schools  : 
one  free,  for  the  small  children  of  the  poor  ;  the  other,  a  female  board¬ 
ing  school,  for  the  wealthier  class,  and  both  secular  establishments, 
so  far  as  the  Protestant  religion  is  concerned,  or  any  Protestant 
influence  :  the  religious  teaching  being  formally  and  vigilantly  in  the 
line  of  the  Greek  superstition  and  idolatry,  and  wholly  so,  so  far  as 
any  evidence  has  reached  us,  which  should  be  held  as  satisfactory 
at^the  present  stage  of  the  inquiry. 
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The  present  writer,  as  a  member  of  the  Board,  had  performed  his  duty 
faithfully  in  the  premises,  and  left  it  to  those  who  were  more  immediately 
responsible.  But  having  been  assailed  in  his  absence  at  the  meeting 
of  the  Board  in  ’65,  for  the  testimony  which  he  had  borne  to  the 
truth,  he  published  in  March,  ’66,  over  his  own  name,  “  Historic 
,  Notes  of  Protestant  Missions  to  the  Oriental  Churches.”  In  that 
pamphlet  (sent  to  every  member  of  the  Board,  and  to  the  Foreign 
Committee)  every  statement  previously  made  was  substantiated,  the 
most  damaging  proofs  being  of  such  a  nature  as  to  mock  all  attempts 
at  refutation,  and  as  he  expected,  no  pen  or  tongue,  so  far  as  he 
knows,  has  moved  in  reply,  from  that  day  to  this.  It  is  not  possible 
for  the  reader  to  understand  the  subject,  without  reading  those 
“  Notes,”  or  otherwise  obtaining  a  knowledge  of  the  facts  which  they 
contain. 

The  principal  ones  had  been,  as  one  might  suppose,  sufficiently 
proved  long  before,  when,  instead  of  the  charges  being  disproved, 
they  were  simply  denied ,  sometimes  by  Dr.  Hill,  sometimes  by  tra¬ 
velers,  and  sometimes  by  the  Committee,  but  always  in  general  terms. 
With  regard  to  teaching  the  idolatrous  catechism,  transubstantiation, 
etc.,  it  was  said,  “  There  had  been  a  great  mistake,  there  were  a 
variety  of  Catechisms*  in  use,”  etc.,  etc.  With  regard  to  the  reli¬ 
gious  instruction  being  conducted  by  Greek  priests,  responsible  to 
the  jealous  and  watchful  Synod — there  had  been  a  great  misappre¬ 
hension,”  etc.  But  when  it  was  proved  that  there  had  been  no  mis¬ 
take  and  no  misapprehension,  then  it  was  said  that  all  this  was  long 
ago,  and  had  “  long  since  ceased.”  So  that  to  allude  to  it  in  1860,  was 
denounced  as  unfair.  But  the  Note  shad  not  been  published  a  month, 
when  a  new  and  elaborate  Prospectus  of  the  School  at  Athens  was 
received,  identifying  it  with  the  Mission  and  subscribed  by  Mrs.  Hill, 
and  dated  May  22,  1865.  The  part  touching  religion,  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows : — “The  religious  recitations,  especially  in  the  Holy  Catechism, 
will  be  conducted  by  a  learned  priest  of  the  Eastern  Orthodox 
Church,  as  they  have  been  heretofore.  Under  his  supervision,  also, 
the  religious  duties  of  the  boarding  pupils  will  be  performed.” 

In  another  part  of  said  Prospectus,  it  is  also  stated  that,  “  In  the 
family  all  the  religious  duties  of  the  Orthodox  are  strictly  and 
rigidly  enforced.”  All  this  (as  from  an  early  day)  was  to  assure  the 
Synod  that  there  was  no  danger  of  anything  Protestant  getting  in. 

*  The  author  is  well  acquainted  with  this  “variety,”  not  only  Darharis,  which 
was  the  one  used  in  the  School,  but  Plato's,  Dendrinn’s,  and  some  half-dozen  pub¬ 
lished  by  Korae.  All  are  published  by  permission  of  the  Synod,  as  none  other 
could  be,  and  they  all  teach  the  same  doctrine.  For  examples  of  doctrine,  see 
“Notes.” 
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The  attention  of  the  Committee  was,  as  the  writer  is  informed, 
called  to  this  prospectus,  as  containing  strong  and  indisputable 
proof  of  statements  formerly  made  by  the  author  and  denied  by  the 
Committee.  In  view  of  evidence  so  voluminous,  direct,  and  circum¬ 
stantial,  how  is  it  possible  for  the  Foreign  Committee  to  come  before 
the  Church,  as  in  their  last  Report,  with  the  following  statements  ?  : — 

“  The  Greek  Mission,,  in  all  that  pertains  to  its  high  endeavor  to 
minister  to  the  spiritual  improvement  of  those  among  whom  it  has 
been  for  a  period  of  thirty-six  years  conducted,  occupies  the  same 
place  of  affectionate  interest  which  it  has  ever  sustained  in  the  regard 
of  the  Committee. 

“If  the  entrance  of  God’s  Word  giveth  light,  then  must  the  Church 
be  thankful  that,  by  the  helping  hand  of  this  mission,  she  has  greatly 
aided  in  the  diffusion  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  throughout  Greece ; 
then  must  the  Church  be  thankful  that  the  offices  of  this  mission 
have  not  embraced  merely  the  distribution  of  the  Scriptures,  but 
also  the  patient,  daily ,  thorough  instruction  of  Greek  young  women 
in  the  pure  and  holy  teachings  of  that  blessed  Word. 

“Without  disguise  or  reservation,  your  missionaries  have  instructed 
daily  those  committed  to  their  care  in  the  pure  principles  of  the 
Gospel  of  Christ — and  this  through  a  period  of  time  which  has  car¬ 
ried  forward  those  instructions  from  childhood  to  mature  years,  and 
made  them  to  embrace  also  several  thousands  of  all  classes  and  con¬ 
ditions.  To  doubt  the  efficiency  of  a  work  so  conducted,  would  be 
to  disparage  the  Holy  Scriptures,  which  have  occupied  so  prominent 
a  position  in  the  daily  teachings  of  the  missionaries  as  to  make  the 
Bible  the  one  book  of  instruction.” 

It  is  too  late  in  the  day  for  assertions  like  these,  while  the  facts 
which  render  it  impossible  that  they  should  be  true  remain  unno¬ 
ticed.  They  cannot  lie  disposed  of  by  assertion,  or  mere  authority, 
or  information  received  from  travelers  unless  said  travelers  say  how 
they  came  by  their  information,  and  what  means  they  took  to  know 
what  the  truth  was  on  the  principal  question  involved.  The  charge 
distinctly  made  and  (as  those  insist  who  bring  it)  proved ,  is  that  the 
funds  expended  upon  these  schools,  so  far  as  they  are  other  than 
secular,  is  expended  in  teaching  doctrines  which  are  the  same  as 
those  of  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  that  no  doctrine  inconsistent 
■with  the  Greek  dogmas  is  taught.  If  the  facts  submitted  in  proof 
of  this  charge  are  as  stated,  there  is  nothing  in  “  Ritualism  ”  with 
which  we  are  in  such  earnest  and  righteous  controversy,  to  compare 
with  them.  It  is  these  alleged  facts  which  must  be  met.  If  they 
can  be  met  it  is  the  special  duty  of  the  Foreign  Committee  to  meet 
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them.  They  owe'it  to  their  own  position,  at  least  as  towards  those 
whom  they  are  supposed  to  represent.  Until  they  are  disposed  of, 
rhetoric  is  vain,  and  affecting  speeches  in  the  Board  wholly  out  of 
place,  as  are  appeals  to  the  “  Instructions  of  1836,”  when  all  were  in 
darkness  as  to  essential  facts.* 

But  what  seems  to  have  weighed  most  with  those  who  did  not 
deny  that  errors  as  dangerous  as  anything  in  Romanism  were  for¬ 
mally  and  fully  taught  in  the  schools,  was  the  impression  that  there 
were  “  Bible  lessons  ”  and  other  teachings  silently  intermingled 
with  these  doctrines  which  would  neutralize  and  in  time  overthrow 
them,  and  that  somehow  or  other  a  great  practical  evangelical  influ¬ 
ence  was  being  exerted.  Never  was  there  a  greater  mistake.  No 
such  counter-teaching  could  be  honestly  given,  even  if  the  disposi¬ 
tion  to  give  it  existed.  Reason,  also,  if  allowed  to  act  as  in  other 
cases,  would  lead  us  to  suppose  it  exceedingly  improbable.  The 
Protestant  religion  is  not  tolerated,  and  the  laws  which  guard  the 
country  from  it  are  numerous,  specific,  and  stringent,  and  their 
infraction  is  watched  by  a  vigilant  and  suspicions  priesthood.  The 
following  extracts  are  from  Kladon’s  Ecclesiastical  and  Educa¬ 
tional  Laws  of  Greece,  published  by  permission  of  the  Minister  of 
Religion,  Athens,  1860,  pp.  140.  8vo.  Space  allows  but  few  of  the 

*  The  following  is  an  extract  from  a  letter  received  from  Bishop  Hopkins,  dated 
Nov.  11, 1863:— 

“The  position  which  1  took  at  the  Board  of  Missions  about  the  Greek  School,  was 
as  you  state;  but  the  great  majority  were  pledged  to  sustain  it,  and  my  opposition 
amounted  to  nothing,  save  to  deliver  my  own  conscience.  There  is  now  a  renewal 
of  the  old  desire  to  enter  into  some  sort  of  union  with  the  Russian  Church,  which 
brings  up  the  same  question.  There  is  no  danger  of  its  being  done,  however,  be¬ 
cause  the  Russian  Church  will  adhere  to  her  principles,  if  ours  should  prove  ready 
to  depart  from  theirs. 

“They  will  find  it,  if  I  mistake  not,  the  same  thing  in  Tract  No.  90,  that  Oxford 
may  be  willing  to  go  toward  Rome,  but  Rome  will  not  come  toward  Oxford.  The 
ignorance  which  prevails  about  the  Greek  Church,  and  the  want  of  theological 
consistency  on  the  part  of  the  few  who  profess  to  be  better  informed,  strikes  my 
mind  as  being  perfectly  surprising.” 

Bishop  Bup.gess  also  said  to  the  writer,  in  reference  to  opinions  given  in  the 
Board  by  two  members,  who  had  then  recently  come  from  Athens  : — “My  view  of 
the  Mission  remains  just  what  it  was  before,  and  I  throw  the  responsibility  of  its 
further  support  upon  them.” 

With  respect  to  these  and  many  other  visitors  at  Athens,  whose  reports  were 
given  in  all  honesty,  and  which  probably  have  had  most  influence  with  the  Com¬ 
mittee,  the  writer  has  said  to  several  of  them,  “Did  you  see  anything  which  the 
missionary  did  not  show  you?”  “No.”  “Did  you  hear  anything  which  the  mis¬ 
sionary  did  not  tell  you?”  “No.”  “How  then  do  you  know  whether  false  doctrines 
w'ere  taught  in  the  Schools  or  not?” 

They  prove  only  the  truth  of  the  remark  of  a  great  missionary  to  Burmah  : — • 
“These  Schools  are  very  pretty  things  to  show-  to  foreign  travelers.”  The  Unifor¬ 
mity  of  the  reports  of  travelers,  of  the  Committee,  and  of  the  Missionary,  is  not 
surprising  ;  as  they  have  a  common  origin.” 
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passages  marked  for  insertion.  Art.  2  :  p.  13.  “The  highest  eccle¬ 
siastical  authority  resides  under  the  King  in  the  Holy  Synod.” 

Art.  II :  p.  15.  “  The  Synod  keeps  a  vigilant  watch  over  the 

strict  preservation  of  the  sacred  dogmas  of  the  Eastern  Church,  and 
watches  carefully  the  books  which  are  intended  for  the  use  of  the 
youth  and  children  in  colleges  and  schools,  and  most  particularly 
over  those  which  treat  of  religious  subjects;  and  as  often  as  the 
Synod  is  satisfied  that  any  one,  who  ever  he  may  be,  undertakes  to 
disturb  the  Church  of  the  Kingdom  by  strange  teaching,  or  attempts 
proselytism,  it  calls  upon  the  civil  authority,”  etc. 

P.  112.  “  The  Holy  Synod  watches  over  the  careful  observance 

of  the  sacred  dogmas,  and  when  informed  that  any  one  undertakes 
to  disturb  the  Church  with  strange  teachings,  either  by  word  or  wri¬ 
ting,  in  order  to  proselyte,  or  for  any  other  purpose,  the  Synod  has 
the  right  to  demand  the  removal  of  the  evil  through  the  agency  of  the 
civil  authority,”  etc. 

“  In  relation  to  the  books,  pamphlets,  and  every  kind  of  publica¬ 
tion  treating  of  religious  subjects  ”  *  *  published  in  or  out  of  the 
kingdom,  “  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Synod,  if  informed  that  they  contain 
anything  opposed  to  the  sacred  dogmas,  the  holy  mysteries,  the 
ecclesiastical  canons,  the  teachings  of  the  Catechism,  the  traditions, 
the  festivals  or  the  usages  of  the  Orthodox  Church,  to  demand  the 
co-operation  of  the  government,  and  interdict  the  use  of  such  books 
in  the  schools  and  to  bring  an  action  against  the  author,  the  editor, 
the  publisher,  the  bookseller,  the  importer  and  colporteur,  who  may 
have  been  engaged  in  disseminating  such  writings,  and  subject  them 
to  the  rigors  of  the  civil  law.” 

P.  121.  “The  Holy  Catechism  is  to  be  taught  (in  the  schools) 
in  extenso,  “  iv-/.azor>v — three  hours  each  week.” 

P.  541.  “  Private  schools,  boarding  schools,  and  teachers  in  fam¬ 

ilies  are  subject  to  the  authority  and  supervision  of  the  government 
and  its  agents,”  etc.  And  finally  it  is  declared  (p.  276)  that  “The 
schools  established  fy  missionaries  are  under  the  immediate  surveil¬ 
lance  of  the  government.  The  Catechism  is  taught  in  them  by 
priests  of  the  Greek  Church,”  etc. 

Such  are  the  laws,  conceived  and  enacted  witli  the  precise  inten¬ 
tion  to  prevent  such  a  religious  impression  as  this  Mission  and  its 
advocates  tell  us  is  being  made.  These  laws  the  missionary  is 
pledged  to  obey  in  the  spirit  as  well  as  the  letter.  In  this  pledge 
the  Committee  and  Board  are  implicated.  If  then  the  Bible  instruc¬ 
tion  reported  by  the  Foreign  Committee  as  being  carried  on  be  not 
in  accordance  with  the  “  Dogmas ;”  or  if  any  influence  is  being 
exerted  to  undermine  the  Greek  idolatry  and  superstition,  it  must 
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be  by  a  disingenuous  and  dishonorable  concealment — such  as  would 
unfit  its  agents  fordoing  the  Lord’s  work;  so  that  the  profession, 
taken  in  connection  with  the  facts,  involves  an  inherent  contradiction. 
Such  a  work  may  stand  in  foro  conscientise  (for  conscience  is  the 
creature  of  opinion);  it  certainly  will  not  in  foro  cceli. 

*>  There  remains  then  only  to  be  considered  the  literary  advantages 
of  the  “Mission.”  These,  so  long  as  the  boarding  school  continued, 
were  not  over-rated.  The  present  writer,  compelled  as  he  was  in 
conscience  to  apprize  those  who,  from  providential  circumstances 
looked  to  him  for  information,  of  the  truth  respecting  the  religious 
teaching,  was  glad  enough  to  make  out  all  he  honestly  could  in  favor 
of  the  schools  on  other  grounds.  His  testimony  was  ample  and  it 
was  cordial ;  and  ever  since,  he  has  sought  information  from  the 
most  intelligent  and  impartial  sources  accessible  ;  among  others,  from 
the  Greek  Minister  at  Washington,  through  Judge  Huntington,  of  Con¬ 
necticut,  a  member  of  the  Board,  who  writes  in  reply  to  my  inqui¬ 
ries  (Oct.  20,  1868)  as  follows:  “In  reply  to  your  inquiry,  whether 
I  have  any  information  which  may  throw  light  upon  the  question  of 

fei  Ik 

addition  to  our  missionary  force  in  Greece,  allow  me  to  say  that 
during  the  last  winter  I  met  in  Washington,  Mr.  A.  B.  Bangabe,  the 
Greek  minister  to  our  Government.  Mr.  Bangabe  was  formerly 
Professor  in  the  University  of  Athens,  and  subsequently  minister  of 
Foreign  affairs  under  King  Otho.  He  is  one  of  the  most  distin¬ 
guished  scholars  and  statesmen  of  Greece.  In  conversation  with 
him  I  inquired  about  Hr.  Hill's  school.  He  said  in  former  days  it 
was  a  great  benefit  to  Greece.  It  was  established  when  Greece  had 
no  schools,  but  she  had  now  numerous  and  good  schools,  quite  as 
good  as  Dr.  Hill’s,  which  superseded  the  necessity  for  his.  He  spoke 
of  Ur.  Hill’s  boarding  school  as  the  school  by  which  he  was  most 
known  in  Athens.  He  did  mention  what  Dr.  Hill  calls  his  ‘  Mis¬ 
sion  ’  School,  but  seemed  to  think  it  of  little  importance.  I  asked 
him  what  influence  Dr.  Hill’s-  Mission  had  had  on  the  Greek  Church 
in  ail}'  way.  His  reply  was  very  emphatic — 1  not  the  slightest.’ 
He  spoke  of  Dr.  Hill  very  kindly,  and  admitted  that  formerly  his 
school  was  of  much  advantage,  but  at  present  their  own  schools 
were  as  good  if  not  better  than  his.”  The  remainder  of  the  letter  is 
about  a  work  published  by  Mr.  Bangabe,  from  which  it  appears  that 
Greece  surpasses  any  country  in  Europe  and  most  parts  of  our  own 
in  its  attention  to  education. 

The  “  Mission  School,” — so-called — the  only  work,  it  appears,  now 
in  hand,  is  for  the  small  children  of  the  poor,  and  when  seen  by  the  pre¬ 
sent  writer  consisted  of  several  hundred  crowded  into  two  rooms. 
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In  a  town  of  the  size  of  Athens  they  might  consist  of  any  number, 
from  one  hundred  to  one  thousand.  They  were  drilled  in  mass  much 
after  the  manner  of  our  Infant  Schools,  exclusively  by  Greeks,  with 
visits  more  or  less  frequent  from  Mrs.  Hill.  The  teachers  of  this 
school  are  presumed  to  be  paid  from  the  appropriation  to  Athens, 
but  at  what  rates  we  are  not  informed,  for  up  to  the  date  of  our  4 
last  inquiry,  no  statement  had  ever  come  from  Athens  as  to  the  par¬ 
ticular  uses  to  which  the  appropriation  was  put.  This  “  Mission 
School”  (as  distinguished  from  the  “Boarding  School,”  of  which 
so  much  was  said,  and  which  is  now  at  an  end),  as  conducted  when 
we  saw  it,  was  useful  enough  as  a  primary  secular  school,  but  of 
no  missionary  value:  and  such,  it  appears,  is  Mr.  Bangabe’s  esti-  ■ 
mate  of  it  at  present. 

A  debt  of  $10,000  has,  it  appears,  accumulated  at  Athens.  Per¬ 
haps  it  may  prove  much  greater,  but  the  claim  put  in  for  that 
amount  by  Hr.  Hill  seems  to  be  an  equitable  one,  and  in  view  of  the 
rules  under  which  the  Mission  seems  to  have  been  conducted,  he  has 
a  good  right  to  expect  its  payment.  ^  i 

But  how  Evangelical  men  can  be  expected  to  co-operate  in  sus¬ 
taining  such  a  work,  does  not  appear.  That  it  should  have  called 
forth  such  admiration  from  persons  in  the  Board  of  certain  views,  and 
have  been  the  only  part  of  the  Foreign  work  in  which  the  majority 
evinced  any  interest,  can  be  understood.  But  how  the  Foreign  Com¬ 
mittee  keeps  on.  with  such  facts  unnoticed,  while  the  Secretary  punc¬ 
tually  pens  his  annual  eulogistic  endorsement  of  the  Mission,  is  a  puz¬ 
zle  and  stumbling-block  to  their  brethren.*  The  condition  of  Greece, 
meanwhile,  is  most  deplorable,  so  far  as  foreign  influence  is  brought  to 
bear  upon  her  religion.  It  is  either  in  the  line  of  her  own  idolatry  and 
superstition  and  working  in  subjection  thereto,  or  it  is  infidel.  Of 
the  large  number  of  young  men  (quite  as  large  a  proportion  as  in 
in  this  country)  wdio  receive  a  thorough  "University  Education,  hardly 
one,  it  is  said,  thinks  of  the  Priesthood.  It  seems  to  be  looked  upon 
as  a  beggarly  profession,  adapted  to  the  ignorance  of  the  lower 
classes  to  which  it  ministers  and  in  which  it  shares.  Most  of  the  new 
education  is  infected  with  the  German  infidelity,  which  flows  in  with 
the  German  literature  and  science.  Some  of  the  higher  ecclesiastics 
are  said  to  have  fallen  under  the  same  influence.  This  was  cau¬ 
tiously  alluded  to  by  Dr.  Hill  in  his  report  as  read  before  the 

*  There  are  said  to  be  not  a  few  who  tolerate  this  Mission  in  the  belief  that  it 
will  soon  come  to  an  end.  But  the  Board  is  resolved  upon  a  different  course,  hav¬ 
ing  repeatedly  voted  to  strengthen  it  and  having  so  instructed  the  Committee  ;  nor 
is  it  easy  to  see  how  this  Committee  can  in  consistency  with  their  former  endorse¬ 
ments  refuse  to  go  on  in  the  same  line. 
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Board,  but  it  was  left  out  with  other  matter  as  we  were  sure  it 
would  be  from  the  published  report. * 

So  far  as  can  now  be  seen,  the  most  likely  means  of  deliverance 
for  ike  Gospel  in  Greece,  is  a  powerful  evangelic  influence  from 
abroad :  such  an  influence  as  the  English  Church  Missionary  So¬ 
ciety,  is  now  in  a  situation  to  exert.  But  the  Church  Missionary 
fi  Society  abandoned  that  field  long  since,  under  the  avowed  conviction 
that,  .vith  the  existing  laws,  its  work  could  not  be  conducted  there 
with  a  good  conscience. 

The  prospect  of  any  modification  of  these  laws,  is  not  flattering, 
since  from  traditional  and  immemorial  prejudices  such  as  it  is  next 
to  impossible  for  an  American  mind  to  appreciate,  the  preservation 
of  the  old  religion — “  The  Dogmas  ’’ — intact,  is  considered  insepara¬ 
ble  from  their  national  independence  and  political  liberty,  which  is 
the  chief  interest  which  the  higher  class  takes  in  the  subject. 

It  seems  astonishing  that  any  portion  of  our  Evangelical  brethren 
in  America  (for  it  is  only  a  portion,  and  as  we  believe,  a  small 
minority)  should  differ  so  widely  upon  this  question  with  those 
#jn  the  Church  of  England.  Not  even  a  series  of  cunningly -devised 
panegyrics,  unsupported  by  facts,  (such  as  the  last  and  all  preceding- 
reports  from  Greece,)  could  have  produced  what  all  have  seen,  with¬ 
out  the  powerful  anti-Evangelical  sympathy,  which  the  Ecclesiastical 
principle  has  brought  to  the  support  of  the  “  Greek  Mission,”  the 
history  of  which  is  not  yet  finished. 

II.  Our  second  and  principal  inquiry  is  concerning  the  means  of 
relief.  All  attempts  to  mend  the  old  system  have  failed.  Through 
a  quarter  of  a  century  of  tinkering  and  discontent,  things  have 
grown  worse  and  worse,  and  were  never  in  so  bad  a  condition  as 
now.  The  “hurt”  of  this  “daughter”  of  the  Church  has  been 

*  Where  the  conclusion  is  not  foregone  and  desperate,  something  may  be  learned 
gjfrom  the  following  account,  given  from  the  observation  of  the  Unitarian  minister, 
Dr.  Bellows,  which  is  not  only  more  in  accordance  with  the  facts,  but  with  Evan¬ 
gelical  truth,  than  what  we  are  accustomed  to  hear  : — 

“The  Hellenic  Church  is  now  governed  by  a  Sacred  Synod,  of  which  the  Metro¬ 
politan  of  Athens  is  President.  It  is  independent,  since  1S33,  of  the  Patriarch  of 
Constantinople.  It  has  eleven  Archbishops  and  twenty-four  Episcopal  Sees.  The 
State  supports  the  bishops,  but  the  rest  of  the  clergy  are  dependent  on  the  volun¬ 
tary  gifts  of  the  people,  and  on  the  sale  of  prayers  and  the  fees  for  ceremonies. 
They  dress  shabbily  and  live  meanly,  and  appear  to  be  worthy  of  little  more  than 
they  receive.  To  read  and  write  is  a  sufficient  literary  qualification  for  the  priest¬ 
hood.  The  people  have  practically  some  choice  in  their  priest,  who  is  generally 
granted  to  their  petitions.  It  might  be  hoped  that  the  public  education  of  the  people, 
and  especially  the  influence  of  the  Gymnasia  and  University,  would  supply  annually 
a  considerable  body  of  instructed  young  men  for  the  Church,  who  would  not  fail  to 
raise  its  character.  But  alas!  the  influence  of  learning  upon  those  who  have  been 
brought  up  in  these  daty  superstitions  is  not  thus  far  to  make  enlightened  Chris¬ 
tians,  but  rank  infidels.  It  is  the  rarest  thing  for  any  graduate  of  the  Athens 
University  to  go  into  the  Greek  Church.  It  seems  to  be  beyond  hope  of  any  reform 
in  Greece,  and  to  be  fast  becoming  merely  the  church  of  the  ignorant  and  weak.” 
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healed  "  slightly  ” — nay  it  has  not  been  healed  at  all.  At  the  late 
meeting  of  the  Board  it  was  even  acknowledged,  but  in  part,  and  hence 
amid  all  the  jubilations  orrer  the  domestic  field,  the  counsels  for  the 
Foreign  ended  in  gloom.  The  worst  feature  in  the  whole  case  is,  • 
that  this  protracted  loss  of  confidence  in  the  conduct  of  the  work, 
has  produced  a  wide-spread  feeling  of  discouragement  as  to  the  work 
itself.  Let  the  reader  ask  himself  whether  his  hopes  of  much  success,* 
even  in  Africa  or  China,  have  ever  been  less  sanguine  than  now.  To 
have  affected  the  whole  body  Spiritual  in  this  wise  is  no  trifling  or 
temporary  erTil.  It  will  take  all  the  wisdom  in  counsel  which  can  be 
commanded,  to  reassure  the  clergy,  and  many  sermons  and  exhortations 
on  their  part  to  bring  up  the  laity  to  the  ground  on  which  they  stood 
twenty  years  ago.  The  very  first  step  in  the  process'  on  the  part  of  the 
Evangelical  body  is  to  cut  loose  from  the  old  machinery  altogether, 
and  be  rid  of  its  disheartening  antecedents,  from  its  very  inception  to 
this  day.  It  has  not  only  hindered  the  cause  which  it  was  intended  to 
promote,  but  its  tendency  has  been  to  demoralize  themselves — the 
present  feebleness  of  this  whole  department  of  the  missionary  work, 
not  being  its  only  consequence,  perhaps  not  its  worst. 

Let  a  new  organization  be  formed,  or  the  American  Church  Mis¬ 
sionary  Society  become  American  and  Foreign.  Let  the  Russo-Greek 
Committee,  and  their  friends,  or  the  Board  take  the  enterprise  at 
Athens  into  their  own  hands ;  pay  its  debts,  and  use  it  as  they  see 
fit,  and  they  will  never  hear  anything  further  from  its  opponents. 
Let  it  Ire  put  to  the  choice  of  the  missionaries  in  Africa  and  China — 
under  which  institution  they  will  continue.  It  will  then  be  open  to 
both  to  undertake  new  enterprises  in  accordance  with  their  own 
views,  and  both  will  be  free  from  the  distrust,  and  crimination,  and 
controversy,  which  have  been  the  deadly  upas  of  the  scheme  of  1835, 
under  the  shadow  of  which  the  missionary  spirit  withers  and  dies. 
Both  parties  will  be  benefited  by  a  return  to  the  voluntary  principle* 
and  so  of  course  our  common  Church.  The  benefits  derivable  and  i 
morally  certain  from  such  return,  are  these  two — -peace  and  prosperity. 

I.  Peace,  at  least  comparative  peace.  It  is  certain  we  liaAre  it  not 
now.  But  I  hear  one,  or  a  hundred  protest  “  this  is  wrong — wrong 
— all  wrong,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  yielded  to.”  But  if  the  complain¬ 
ant  be  of  the  majority,  I  ask  him,  “  will  you  for  the  sake  of  this  peace 
surrender  any  of  your  plans  for  propagating  your  own  views  exclu¬ 
sively,  so  far  as  in  your  power,  through  both  committees,”  and  he  will 
answer,  “  No,  I  cannot  in  conscience  consent  to  it,  and  you  would  not 
under  like  circumstances,”  to  'which  there  could  be  no  reply,  and 
consequently,  no  peace,  but  upon  an  unconditional  surrender  to  the 
High  Church  policy.  That  this  is  not  to  be  expected  is  sufficiently 
evident  already,  and  will  become  more  so.  It  is  unreasonable  to  ex-1 
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pect  that  either  party  could  in  conscience  consent  to  be  excluded 
from  either  field.  Rut  if  both  are  open  to  both,  all  the  resources  of 
the  Church  will  be  called  out,  and  many  causes  of  irritation  will  cease, 
and  “  discord,  child  of  hell,”  be  driven  from  one  at  least  of  his  chosen 

haunts. 

It  was  just  so  when  the  pretended  exclusive  claim  to  associated 
church-publishing  was  set  aside,  and  the  Evangelical  Knowledge 
Society  was  formed.  Nothing  could  have  so  effectually  terminated 
controversy  in  that  department.  There  was  an  end  of  pamphlets. 
The  Church  Rook  Society  was  in  peace,  while  the  other  accomplished 
and  is  still  accomplishing  a  great  work.  It  was  just  so  when  the 
American  Church  Missionary  Society  was  formed.  If  quarrelling 
over  the  domestic  department  has  not  yet  entirely  ceased,  it  lias  so 
nearly  ceased  that  it  attracts  no  further  notice,  while  the  work  almost 
at  once  doubled  its  efficiency.  Who  doubts — what  candid  man  can 
doubt — that  the  organization  of  this  Society  was  one  of  the  wisest 
measures  ever  taken  for  the  prosperity  of  the  Episcopal  Church  ? 

The  adoption  of  the  voluntary  principle  for  the  conduct  of  these 
j,  two  voluntary  works  has  not  only  put  an  end  to  strife  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  particular  works  themselves,  but  to  this  extent  in  the 
whole  Church,  whose  unity  is  so  threatened  as  to  demand  all  the 
wisdom  which  it  contains  for  its  preservation.  If  these  two  chan¬ 
nels  were  necessary  for  the  separation  of  influences  so  repellant  as 
to  threaten  an  explosion  by  contact,  much  more  are  they  and  all 
such  openings  necessary  since  the  rise  of  ritualism. 

The  voluntary  principle  (never  before  1835  departed  from  in  the 
conduct  of  missions  in  the  whole  history  of  the  Episcopal  Church) 
is  the  safety-valve  of  the  Church  under  the  strain  to  which  her  whole 
structure  is  now  subjected.  Had  we  the  authority  of  a  prophet  and 
the  tenderness  of  the  disciple  whom  Jesus  loved,  we  would  use  them 
jj,  all  in  entreating  our  brethren  of  the  High-Church  party  who  feel  a 
like  anxiety  for  the  preservation  of  the  unity  of  the  Church  (which 
we  know  most  of  them  do  most  earnestly)  not  to  throw  any  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  this  voluntary  principle  in  any  sphere  in  which  it  has 
heretofore  been  allowed.  If  they  judge  of  their  relative  strength  in 
the  whole  Church  by  that  which  they  have  in  the  General  Convention, 
and  so  despise  the  danger,  they  will  be  greatly  deceived.  May  such 
wisdom  be  given  to  conservative  men  on  both  sides  as  shall  through 
the  presence  with  us  and  blessing  of  the  Great  Head  of  the  Church 
keep  us  together  until  these  calamities  be  overpast. 

II.  Prosperity.  That  we  have  no  prosperity  now  in  the  Foreign 
department, Hs  sufficiently  confessed  on  all  sides.  Fourteen  hundred 
i  churches  in  the  Northwest  we  are  told  in  the  appeal,  contributed 
■  nothing  to  Foreign  missions  last  year.  A  list  of  the  delinquents, 
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upon  inspection,  adds  considerable  strength  to  our  argument.  It 
includes  a  great  majority  of  the  High-Church  congregations,  so-called 
in  those  regions.  From  Trinity  Church,  New  York,  down,  they 
have  for  the  most  part  not  given  one  cent  to  Foreign  Missions. 
Yet  for  their  delinquency  no  cause  can  be  assigned  but  their  want 
of  interest  in  the  work  itself.  They  have  not,  like  the  other  side, 
been  thwarted  in  the  government  of  a  work  which  the)’  thought 
they  had  a  right  to  govern,  but  have  had  entirely  their  own  way, 
voting  away  the  money  which  they  could  not  raise  themselves. 
They  do  not  as  a  body  feel  much  interest  in  Foreign  Missions  and 
have  never  professed  much.  We  do  not  censure  them  for  this — all 
Christians  have  their  preferences — we  only  adduce  the  fact  in  order 
to  prove  that  if  every  work  in  order  to  its  prosperity,  must  be  left 
to  the  conduct  of  its  friends,  then  the  prosperity  of  Foreign  Mis¬ 
sions  demands  that  the  voluntary  principle  be  extended  to  their 
relief.  Does  any  sane  man  believe  that  the  work  Avhich  has  been 
accomplished  by  the  English  Church  Missionary  Society  could  have 
been  accomplished  by  the  Convention  acting  as  a  Missionary  So¬ 
ciety  for  the  Avhole  Church,  or  had  its  government  been  committed  to 
a  Board  constituted  like  ours  ?  Or  would  that  Society  be  any  more 
a  Church”  Society  for  beiug  put  under  such  government  ? 

Finally,  under  the  present  system,  OAAring  to  the  divided  state  of 
the  Church  and  the  suspicions  inseparable  from  it,  we  lose  nearly  the 
whole  of  the  reflex  influence  of  the  propagation  of  the  Gospel  among 
the  heathen,  upon  the  life  of  the  Church  at  home.  Look  at  the  5518 
sermons  delivered  in  one  year  before  the  1000  auxiliaries  of  the  Church 
Missionary  Society.  In  numberless  instances  we  are  told,  these  ser¬ 
mons  and  addresses,  and  the  gatherings  together,  where  all  were  of  one 
heart,  and  one  soul,  have  proved  as  live  coals  from  off  the  altar  in 
heaven,  to  the  Christian  interest  in  the  places  Avhere  the  missionary 
meetings  were  held.  Alas,  how  different  is  it  with  us  under  the  Eccle¬ 
siastical  System !  Canons  are  a  poor  substitute  for  love.  Even  delegate 
meetings  carry  with  them  portions  of  the  same  explosive  matter 
Avhich  has  rent  the  Board,  and  a  spirit  of  jealousy  is  as  likely  to  be 
left  in  the  town  where  they  are  held,  as  the  Spirit  of  Missions,  and 
musical  exhibitions  in  theaters  are  a  factitious  and  carnal  device  for 
supplementing  the  Missionary  principle,  injurious  in  proportion  to 
their  apparent  success. 

We  have  uoav  done  Avith  the  subject,  as  we  suppose  finally,  but  as 
Ave  supposed  this  on  one  or  tAvo  former  occasions  and  the  eA'ent  prove® 
other Avise,  it  may  prove  so  again,  but  Ave  can  think  of  nothing  but  a 
denial  of  some  principal  fact,  with  probable  evidence  from  a  respon¬ 
sible  source  which  would  call  for  further  effort  on  our  part,  to  eman¬ 
cipate  the  Evangelical  interest  from  all  complicity  with  an  organiza¬ 
tion  which  for  the  last  thirty  years  has  proved  its  greatest  hindrance. 
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